Introduction
Earlier palaeobotanical studies (BUNBURY 1861 , BALL 1877 , FEISTMANTEL 1887 , CHANDRA & PRASAD 1981 vehemently argued for an Upper Permian age for Kamthi Formation and that "Kamthi flora does not have any typical Triassic elements " (CHANDRA & PRASAD 1981) .
Kamthi Formation has been shown as the uppermost litho-unit of the Lower Gondwana sequence (KING 1881 , PASCOE 1968 , KRISHNAN 1968 . More recent work by the Geological Survey of India (SASTRY et al. 1977 ) confirms this stratigraphic disposition but stating that "the age of Kamthi is placed between Upper Permian to Lower Triassic. Subsequent work would ascertain whether it is possible to identify an upper stratigraphic unit with Lower Triassic fauna and flora from the typical Kamthi " . At the same place, it is stated that typical Triassic flora is yet to be reported from the Kamthi-like lithology (SASTRY et al. 1977) . The present workers recognised a rich Dicroidium flora in the lower part of Kamthi(Hingir) Formation which points clearly to a Middle Triassic age.
